From: Rosnick, Reid

Sent: Friday, January 03, 2014 8:45 AM

To: Peake, Tom

Cc: Nesky, Anthony

Subject: RE: An item for the Subpart W rule

Attachments: EO_12866_Subpart_ W_2060_AP2_Clean 1_03_14.docx

Well, that shouldn’t be too difficult.

Just in case, | reworded the public hearing information on page 10, attached. See what you think.

From: Peake, Tom

Sent: Friday, January 03, 2014 8:32 AM

To: Rosnick, Reid

Cc: Nesky, Anthony

Subject: RE: An item for the Subpart W rule

Reid,

Tom

From: Rosnick, Reid

Sent: Friday, January 03, 2014 6:44 AM

To: Peake, Tom

Cc: Nesky, Anthony; Veal, Lee; Edwards, Jonathan
Subject: RE: An item for the Subpart W rule

Hi Tom,

Thanks for the information.

We'll keep you posted.

Reid

From: Peake, Tom

Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 4:47 PM

To: Rosnick, Reid

Cc: Nesky, Anthony; Veal, Lee; Edwards, Jonathan
Subject: An item for the Subpart W rule

Reid,

Mike was asking about subpart W and ROCIS and whether Subpart W was ready. I vaguely remembered Jon
telling me something right before I left for vacation but I can’t remember what. However, Lee and I looked at
the preamble and saw the language below related to the public hearing and it would need to be addressed before
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it gets uploaded. | think this may be what Jon was referring to that Friday (12/20) [though Caryn did say
something about mgmt in her email]. Regardless we need to add the correct language.

The current plan is to tell OP to load it on Monday so we can look over it to see if there is anything else.
However, Jon will have some say in that date so it could slip.
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